results remain the same.
Limiting Cases
Perfect parity: All the non-diagonal cells of matrix P d will be equal to .5. This limiting case, E 1 = N/2 -.5 (due to the fact that we set the diagonal entries to 0). This is the largest value E 1 can take, call itĒ 1 .
Complete hierarchy: Assume that there is a complete hierarchy between the states in the relevant set, in the sense that when states are ranked based on their capabilities, p ij = 0. In this limiting case, all the cells of matrix P d will be equal to 0, and E 1 = 0. For a given N, this particular scenario gives the minimum value E 1 can take, call it E 1 .
Weighting Construction
In our empirical analyses, we calculated C ij andC ij separately for each year. Our substantive results remain the same if instead a single maximum and a minimum are defined for the whole range of our data set.
Robustness to Measurement Error
Another advantage of the measure is its robustness to measurement error. Measurement error in independent variables is an important source of bias and inconsistency in coefficient estimates in a regression model, and the bias gets more severe as the variance of the measurement error in an independent variable increases. If state capabilities are measured with random error for a relevant set of size N > 2, the variance of the error in our uncertainty measure will be smaller compared to the dyadic balance of capabilities measure.
Addition of New States
How does the measure behave when a new state is added to the relevant set? This ultimately depends on how strong the joiner state is relative to the existing states. If a very weak or strong state joins the set, our measure is expected to go down, as an average dyad against this state will be asymmetric, and the corresponding cells of matrix P will be closer to 0. On the other hand, the measure will most likely go up if the joiner state is close to many other states in the set in terms of military capabilities. 1 1 Due to the average joiner being weaker than most existing states, there is a -.27 correlation between the number of states in the system and the uncertainty measure. When measuring the relationship between the rates of change-annual change in number of states and annual change in the uncertainty score-the correlation is only -.02. 
